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To: CN=Leigh DeHaven/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA][]
Cc: [i
Bcc: 1l

From: CN=Ayn Schmit/OU=R8/O=USEPA/C=US
Sent: Tue 8/21/2012 8:30:51 PM
Subject: language on how Pavillion is classified

Here was our response;

EPA classified the draft report as “Influential Scientific Information” (ISI) rather than a Highly Influential
Scientific Assessment (HISA) because the Pavillion investigation is a single study rather than the type of
broad assessment involving an evaluation of a body of scientific or technical knowledge that comprises a
HISA (as defined by OMB). Such a classification, however, does not limit the rigor of the peer review. In
recognition of the high profile of this investigation, the Agency is using the peer review procedures for the
draft report that at equivalent to those required for a HISA, including higher standards for ensuring
reviewer independence from the agency and making agency responses to the peer reviewers available to
the public. In fact, EPA has gone one step beyond the HISA requirement of simply making the final peer
review charge publicly available by soliciting public comments on the draft charge to the reviewers.
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